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Defense Dept. Revie ws Lie Detector Use

Washington—U. §. Defense Dept. is reviewing its 1875 directive
or internal security, pariiculariy in the wider use of lie oetectors in
screening personnel enc in tracking down security breaches and
leaks to the press.

4 dreft girective, sert by the Otfice of the Under Secretary of
Defense for Policy 10 the Otfice of Personnel Manzgement (for-
merly Civil Service Commission) for comment, promptly was
leaked 16 the Washingion Post.

This reopened intense public discussion that staried lzst Janu-
ary when Deputy Defense Secretary Frank C. Cariucci asked
members of the Delense Resources Boeard to volunteer for poly-
graph tests in an efiert to find z Defense budget leak (AwasT Jan,
18,p. 15).

Once the Post printeg the story, it was left to Under Secretary of
Defense tor Fublic Atiairs Henry E. Catto, Jr., to face & blizzard of
questions 2t & Pentagon briefing. Here are some of them, with his
answers:

Q: Are you saving here that this chenge is aimeC not &1 news
jeaks but a1 espionege? is that whet you ere saving?

A: I'm saying that what we want 10 00 is try to minimize anC let's

keep it in ming that there is no change yet, that's the first thing. i
something coes take plece, it will be 10 minimize the leakage of
sensiiive intormation to our opponents abroad. ...

Q: There is & substentiz! booy o! opinion not solely shared by
reporters thzt you tell much 1o¢ Iittle about how vou ere spentling
their money. You determine what is secret anc Gamaging 10 the
country angd then you lie celector pedple when you say 1l pets out
‘Decause You say it goes 1o the enemies 6! the peopie, though you
worn't give us ah exampie. '

A: Well, | think that the first thing 10 keep in mind here is that the
members of the press egre not gisineresiec in this. You are not 2
cisinterested pzrty because you are the primary beneficiaries of
the very probiem that we are seeking to cure.

Q: The primary beneficiaries are the readers.

A: No, the primary beneficiaries 2re those of you who »re
engaged in & very vigorous professional competition in order to
get the news 1o the people. So | gon't think you can ever look at it
quite the same 2s we 00....We all agree that Detense Dept.
tannhot and should not publish everything that is going on. You all

would like to know as much 2s possible. What happens in between -

is 2 very gray srez [that] is an 2 form to determine where 10 set
the paramelers. ... Keeping in ming glways the need and right of
the public 10 know and the temprtation of buresucrats 10 cover up,

because it exists, we heve to balence that against & very reel

neztiona! security problem that we have. ... Espionage is & factor, |
gon't think there's any guestion on that

Q: How 2re polygraphs going t¢ solve that probiem?

-A: Polygraphs can help pinpoin: @ guaint custom of [the Pents-
gon) which is the arrogating to oneself, if one is an emplovee, the
right to oetermine whet shall be clessifiec and what shail not be.
We think thet this hes 10 be an orderly process, not one that is
subject 10 the whims or political persuasion or prejugices of an
individual who may disegree, {or whatever re2son, with g tetision
that's 3bOUt 10 be taken ang who may want 10 sway congressional
opinion ©r whatever; i. €., weé want 10 disCourape people with
hicder: agendas, from tree use of that kind of leak in order to,
outsice the democratic process, oetermine what's going 10 be
known ang what's not. ... -

Q: Cen we have 2 look 2t the BireCtive since it is not classified
ang we 2l woult like 10 enter into the cebate?

A: | think you heve oone rather nicely eiready. | mean, speaking
blind. You have cone & nice job.

Q: So you woult have no objections to hending out the directive?

A I'm not prepared 1o Geclessity the directive.

Q: it's not classified.

A: I'll tane that under consigeration,
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